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United States Department ot

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
AREA OFFICE COLOPADO—UTAE
131! FEDERAL BUILDING
123 SOUTH STATE STREET

 SALT LAKE CITY. UTAH #4138

Januasy 27, 1982

Aczing Depucsy Adcmiciscraczor, Techmical Service Center Wes:
OfZice of Surface Mining ' '
Denver, Colorado

Ac:ing Avesz Manager, Fish and Wildlife Service

-Salet Lake City, Ctah

SU3JZCT:

We nave re
Qil, Gas a
following

1.

Geawall Coal Corpaay, Inc.; Company Response to ACR;
UT-0067=-8 zhzu 1l

viewed the Cozmpany's Tesponse to comzents by the Division of
nd Mines (DOGY) and the Ofiice of Surface Mizning (0SX). The
coc=ents address thesa and general problems yet ideactilied.

The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) examined the golden eagie,
Acuila chrvsaeros nest site twice during 198l. Coamzrary co the
findings of the Company, eazles were observed near the siz2 -
both times. No close adjacent nests (nearest is approximacely
two nmiles away) were located in the vicinicy of this sice. Our
best evaluation is thac this sitce represents am occupied
terrictory consisting of a siagle nest that for some undeterzinec
reason dic not initiace or at least complete a gesting acte=pt
in 1981. We have not ruled out the possibility that this pair
of eagles may be highly sensitive to disturbance, but, we have
no evidence to support this theory. We do know that there hac
been human accivities in the canyon during the early par: of
the 1981 breedingz seasoz.

Philosophically, Genwall Coal Company presents a case history of
why all facilicies needed to operate a ccal :ine shoulé be
included in the permit area. Had the access road been on
private land, the major known impacts of the proposed mine

(the access road) would not have had any environmental review.
(is it is, wve feel the impacts were underestimated.) Tablz &4

‘dindicates that approximacely SO acres will be disturbed. Only

8.5 acres (17 percen:) are in the permig area.

i

The following ara areas of ccneern that we feel l?e still inadequacely

addressed:

a.

Destruczion of viparian ecosystenm, Evaminacicn of the "Vegetazive
Co==unizy Map" snows that Coctonwood and other vegecazion types
clearly associated with the Creek as separate Irol rigarsiaz.




._. | @ | s Pagze 2
&

These tvpes are co=ponencs ol the ripariarn zene aad are excrazely
=sovsant wildlile zabizats ipn Crandall Canyon. AR examinazion
o che disturbed areas shcws why it is importan: if aot esisizal

] to Tevegesate discurbad areas wizh those species you ulsiz=azely
desire in Crandali Canyon. Little vegecative cover exis:s on
;f{, these sites yez., The theory tha: this area will be iavadec by
Bative species is probably tsue. The real question is how loxg
‘wiil 1T take and which species will invade. Some species no
- coudt will be agzressive invaders but others will not. The
species destroyed dusing developmeat of this mine and haul road
are prizarily those in shorctesc supply ané snould have pighes:c
priozizy for reescablishmen:.

Y. Dowmstreas sedi::::z:io:. We bslieve this zoad will be 2 cons=aa:
source of sedimen: dowm canyon due to the steepness of the slopes
created by the cut and £ill used in designing the haul road.

This is ce=pounded by snow removal from the road which will
Tesul: in direct depositicn of sedimear and coal particles in
Crandall Creek, bypassing other safeguazds at the mine site.

€. We lack the daca on the road to know whether adjacen: slopes will
presen: a bacsrier to biz game trying to traverse the canyon
botzom and a trap to those caught on the road. Snow aad smew
‘ rezoval will inerease any barrier to big game movezez: that the
- road has created.

Qéii’ d. Aay dewvatering of Crandall Creek combined with increased sedimen:
loads will likely izpact the beaver use in this canyon, anc the
lizited aquaczic orgacism sustained by this d:aiaa:e.
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HORIZON
BORATORIES

Submitted to :

Castle Vailey Resources

P.0. Box 1282
Huntington, Utah 84528

Date Sampled : 12/30/92

Date Received : 12/30/92

Samplea by : CC Auto Sampler

Identiflication by ¢ CVR

Analysis Report % : 1431

General Offices: P.0. Box 6 Sunayside, Utah 84539  901-888-2225
Laboratory: Lab Building HWY 123  Sunnygice Utah 84539

January 4, 1992

Sample Identification :

Kaiser Shipment

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS

Short Proximate

A3 Received Basls Dry Basis
% Moisture 6.3t 0 e
% Ash 8.33 8.89
% Sul fur 0.48 0.51
Btu/Lb. 12497 13333
Moisture Ash Free Btu/Lb. 14639

Respectfally 3ubmitted,
HCRIZON LABORATORIES -
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